D uplicate publication is the republication of an article (or a thinly disguised version of an article) in a second journal, without acknowledgment of, or without obtaining permission from, the copyright holder of the first journal. Of importance, the article is usually no longer the property of the author, or the publisher of the first journal, but the copyright holder is usually the owner of the first journal in which the article first appeared.
Republication was more common before the advent of electronic publication; now the ease of access to most journals makes republication less common, as electronically published journals are available to a far greater audience, and republication in the current publishing environment may jeopardize the reputation of an author. Of course, some exceptions may be the publication of an article translated into another language, a journal may republish its own particularly meritorious articles in an anniversary issue, or an author may receive a request to republish an article in a book or special collection. These examples are honors, indicative of the quality and significance of one's work, and are not a concern unless (a) the author fails to provide, or the new publisher fails to obtain, copyright release from whomever holds the copyright (usually the original publisher), and (b) it is published without appropriate acknowledgement to the original source.
A note from the Sage Publications Legal Department:
Under the terms of the typical copyright agreement, an author who submits an article for publication after it has been published in another journal will have harmed both the original and subsequent publisher, with potential legal consequences. First, the original publisher, who likely received ownership of the copyright to the article under either a transfer or exclusive assignment of rights, will have had its copyright infringed by the secondary publication. Second, the author will be in breach of contract with the secondary publisher, as in the agreement the author represents or warrants that the manuscript has not been published or submitted for publication anywhere else. The secondary journal is additionally harmed by the non-original article's effect of diminishing the overall value of the journal's content.
What does this mean for qualitative inquiry? An editor's dream is to receive a fascinating article, written from an interesting qualitative question, of reasonably broad scope, using an adequate, appropriate, and difficult sample to access, resulting in a rich qualitative data set, developed using meticulous and theoretical analysis, and resulting in profound implications. I know that such an article is probably the result of several years of work and is an investment by the author on which tenure and promotion decisions may rest.
Deciding how to splice the findings from a study is a tricky one for authors. The dilemma is that if analysis is split too many ways, the resulting publications may be too thin (read "trivial") and be rejected ("not significant enough for publication"). If authors publish the article in larger chunks, or as a whole, they run the risk of confusing the reader, receiving a reject ("concepts [or models] in this article are inadequately developed"), or not receiving adequate credit for the article from a salary and promotion review committee as, sadly, promotion is often determined by the number of publications rather than the contribution of an article to the field. Thus, from the author's perspective, "more is better"⎯perhaps articles published in less prestigious journals⎯than the rather dubious goal of a larger contribution from a single publication.
Of course, there is a third course that results in numerous publications around the same topic. Consider the investigator who conducts many projects under the rubric of an umbrella topic, but each study enlightens and builds on the previous study. Examples are studies conducted about concepts such as social support or suffering, in which the research is conducted in different settings or populations, from different perspectives, or even using different methods. The studies should and must be published separately, but they may eventually be combined in a summary publication that develops the model or theory and contains descriptions of the previous studies. Last, the articles may be combined in a book, further developing the topic and making a substantive contribution.
All of these research approaches, no matter how legitimate, bear the risk of duplicate publication. When several studies from the same data set are published (even if using different methods or sections of the data), then much of the description of data collection, including sample, design, and methods, is repeated in each publication, and the author cites the first article published. This acknowledgement is usually adequate, unless the duplicated text exceeds 500 words. In this case, the author should get permission from the copyright holder (again, who is usually the publisher of the first article). Some authors sometimes add a note referencing the first article: "For a description of the sample and methods see XXXX," but readers find this irritating, for they must interrupt their reading of the present article to find the one previously published. As an editor, I prefer to have articles published in QHR be as complete as possible.
Another important point: When publishing several articles from one study, the publication lag-i.e., the amount of time an article is in review and queued for publication⎯varies from journal to journal. Despite an author's best intention to get these articles out sequentially, the actual publication date is something that is out of the author's control, and related articles may even be published in different years.
Despite the reasons for publishing from one study in several journals-scope, complexity of topic, or whatever-the author is responsible for several courtesies:
1. When submitting the second and subsequent articles for review, notify the editor about the other articles which have been published, are in press, or are in preparation. Because editors are also concerned about duplicate publication, summarize each article in your letter (or if requested send copies) so the editor may be satisfied that the new article is unique, and that duplicate publication has not occurred.
2. In the acknowledgement footnote, cite the original grant, project and/or other articles derived from the same data set so that readers, if interested, may easily locate those articles.
3. If the article is a reprint or translation, provide appropriate attribution to the original article and publisher.
To summarize: In qualitative inquiry, where it is not as simple as partitioning off a piece of the data set (or variables) to make each publication unique, it is expected that if a study is broad, rich, and dense, it will result in more than one publication. Invariably, some of the description of the project will be replicated, with appropriate acknowledgment. Authors must wisely balance between making each article significant enough for publication and making a contribution with the length and theoretical development of each article. When several articles are published from one study, a summary article linking the previous articles in one theory should be published. This is the correct way of making full use of a data set when publishing a monograph is not feasible.
What Is Not Considered to Be Duplicate Publication 1) Secondary analysis. We are frequently seeing the same author's secondary use of a data set, analyzing data using a different method, combining with another data set (and often another investigator), or to answer a different question. I do not consider additional articles using a different approach to have very much to do with duplicate publication at all.
2) Data deposited in a data bank. The emerging interest in qualitative data banks begs another question: This time, the same data will be analyzed by a different investigator, perhaps using the same or a different research question, with the hindsight of the already published article. As qualitative researchers do not "do" replication, using the criteria of "something new," the work emerging from this use of data may add to the former work, but should not be identical. How should credit be attributed in this case?
The Penalty for Duplicate Publication
Violations of the copyright laws do occur, and enforcement of those laws is in the hands of the publishers. If duplicate publication does occur, what are the penalties? I asked this question of Erica Carroll, Publishing Editor Supervisor at Sage, who responded:
In cases of true duplicate publication we have gone so far as to publish a Notice of Duplicate Publication in the journal and online, then watermark the electronic version of the article with "duplicate" or "redundant" in red. These are extreme measures which should only be taken when an article or data is truly duplicated without reference. In cases where data have been replicated but the article itself is clearly unique, we have published errata to note a missing citation to the original data.
A final comment: Qualitative data are extraordinarily expensive to acquire. It is both responsible and moral to use one's data as comprehensibly as possible. Reporting the context of such research in qualitative inquiry means that there may be some overlap, but provided that overlap is not extensive, duplicate publication has not occurred. However, sets of articles from these data must contain citation of the earlier publications, and be used with full respect for the copyright.
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